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I hereby certify that this Pre-Appeal Brief Request For Review and 
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Typed or printed Theresa M. Palmateer 
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Applicant requests review of the final rejection in the above-identified application. No amendments are being filed 
with this request. 



This request is being filed with a notice of appeal. 



The review is requested for the reason(s) stated on the attached sheet(s). 
Note: No more than five (5) pages may be provided. 
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Filed: 



Farooq Ullah Khan 
09/725,437 
11/29/2000 
Qureshi, Af sar M. 
2616 

HYBRID ARQ WITH PARALLEL PACKET TRANSMISSION 



Examiner: 
Group Art Unit: 
Title: 



PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Mail Stop AF 
Commissioner For Patents 
P. O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Applicant hereby requests Pre- Appeal Brief Review of the final rejection contained in the 
Office Action mailed on June 11, 2007 because there is no prima facie case of anticipation or 
obviousness against any of Applicant's claims. 

The Examiner rejects Applicant's claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. §102 as being anticipated by the 

Ratzel reference (U.S. Patent No. 6,873,615). The Examiner contends that a packet identifier in the 

Ratzel reference corresponds to Applicant's "encoder packet identifier that corresponds to at least a 

number of parallel channels in the transmission system." The Ratzel reference does not include 

such an identifier. The Examiner relies upon the packet identifier field 44 (PKTJD) Of the Ratzel 

reference as being such a packet identifier. The PKTJD of the Ratzel reference, however, has 

nothing that corresponds to a number of parallel channels in the transmission system. Instead, the 

PKTJD of the Ratzel reference indicates what packet type is sent by a base station. Column 3, 

lines 27-34, are instructive. 

As shown in FIG. 5, the BCAST packet 18 is a packet type sent only by the base 
station 36 and includes global information describing the system configuration and 
status of the network 42. The first byte consists of a packet identifier field 44 



Dear Sir: 



1 
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(PKTJD), (for this packet type, the packet identifier field is set equal to eleven), to 
distinguish it from other kinds of packets 14, 

There is no other description of the PKTJD of the Ratzel reference that indicates that it 
does anything other than identify a packet "to distinguish it from other kinds of packets." There is 
nothing in the Ratzel reference that in any way indicates that the PKTJD of that reference has 
anything that would justify interpreting it as corresponding to at least a number of parallel channels 
in a transmission system. Therefore, the reference does not disclose what the Examiner contends 
and there is no prima facie case of anticipation. 

There is no prima facie case of obviousness against any of claims 2-9 or 11-13 because the 
Examiner relies upon the Ratzel reference when making that rejection. Because the Ratzel 
reference does not teach what the Examiner contends, even if the Examiner's proposed 
combination could be made, the result does not establish a prima facie case of obviousness. There 
is nothing in the Ratzel reference that corresponds to the claimed encoder packet identifier. 

The rejections based upon the Ratzel reference must be withdrawn. 



Respectfully submitted, 



CARLSON, GASKEY & OLDS 



By: 




David JAGasltey 
Registration IW. 37,139 
400 W. Maple Rd., Ste. 350 
Birmingham, MI 48009 
(248)988-8360 



Dated: September 10, 2007 
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